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26 April 195k

SUBJECTE DD/Y Commente concerning Atomis Enerzy Aot Amendments

Thie office has the Tollowing commente on H.R. 8862

3e Ssotion 11 (q). We rectomend that “all data” in the first
1ine be amendad to read ®all U.S5. data,” The purposs of this change
is to exelude information mmmd by friendly goverrments but not
ﬂlﬁt@ﬁ o 7,8, de;ve&e;mz;ts. 4%t preaent, slthough ®s1l data® is

not sonstrued o include intelligence information eongerning Seviet
I5X1A&wlmnts {unless evaluated in such a way as to express U.S.

fisstricted Data), it?"cmstrlmd to inglude information, falling
within the general definition, concerning Mlmﬁa in friendly
sountries, whether such information is furnished voluntarily by

sush countries or is obiained by intelligence methods, The result

is ¢ substantial inhibition on the use of such information, whiech

has no justifisation from the stendpeint of U,8. defense and seourity.
It would be axsuwred, of course, that information on developments

in fereign countries would continue to be protected by an appropriste
sscurity classificstion of the usuval type.

| 2, BSections 123 and Y. On these closely related sestions,
sensidered together for sonvenience; we have the follewing:

25X1A

g« It i not clear whether existing agreements entered
inte under Section 10 {a) (3) of the present Act would have to be
rensgotiated., Although there are certain technical differencen
(8eges that a Presidentisl finding would be specifically required

Approved For Release 2001/08/09 : CIA-RDP91-00682R000300010030-8




o

SEGREI

Approved For Release 2001/08/09 : CIA-RDP91-00682R000300010030-8

wder the smendments %0 the effeot that the other mation ia not
threatening U.5. sequrily), the pressnt Act is generally more
stringent. Sines it wuld be 2 substantial administrative burden
to renegotiate existing agvesments (partieularly that with the UX
on intelligsnce sharing of restrieted data), we urge strongly the
insertion of an appropriate ®saving clsuse,” presumably in Seqtien
ks

B+ The Chapier heading for Chapter 11 (“Intmtianal’\
Arrangesenta®) may lsad to some oonfusicn, since Sestiom 11 (J)
gives this term a particoular meaning of Congress-approved agreements.
Ssetion 123 disgusses "agresments for cooperation® and it is olear
frem the definition of this term in fSeotion 11 {a) that sush
agresmints necd not be sprroved formally by Congresa.
the heading be ghanged %o read "Internationsl Cooperation® or
*Internstional Agreemants end Arrangements,”

&+ It is noted that Section 1Bl (b) would elearly apply
t0 BATO and other treaty agresments, but might lsave in some doubt
the status of West Oewrmany {even after entry inte EDC), Spain, and |

Tugeslavia,; sines to the best of cur Inowledpe we have no Congressionally-

approved agresments with these countries. Perhaps this strict
gtandard was intended, but certainly we can make the intelligence
jodgments that (1) Bpanish coopsration with the US would suffer
if we started telling the FATD countrias how to defend against i
weapons, and did not tell the Spaniardsy (2) £t im not easy to work
out arrungements with Spain.
ROBERT AMORY, Jh.
Deputy Direstor/Intelligence
Approved For Release ?zoii:gzs : CIA-RDP91-00682R000300010030-8



